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Mr. Psicsidknt : Before entering into the discussion of
the series of questions in the range of this debate, I must
be permitted lu refer to sbme points iu the able ami elo¬
quent speech of the distinguished senator from Massa¬
chusetts. 11egret exceedingly that in a speech so emi¬
nently liberal, national, and patriotic on all the points
which unfortunately disturb and distract the country, he
should have deemed it necessary to have marred its har¬
mony and broken its force by introducing taunt* and
criminations of a mere jwrtisan character. His attacks
upon the northern democracy, in connexion with the an-

nexatien of Texas, and the *up|>ort of the Mexican war,
and theacquisition of territory by the treaty of peace,
were M gratuitous and unprovoked aathey were unfound¬
ed and unjust. He charged the northern democracy with
having supported the annexation of Texas under "pledges
to the slave interest," and for the purpose of sustaining
the slave power of this Union. Gladly, sir, would 1 pass
by in silence this act of injustice, and others of equal
enormity, could 1 do so iu jurtice to myself and those
with whom I have ever been associated politically, and
the members of the House of Representatives with
whoa 1 acted in concert on the annexation question. I
must be permitted to tell the senator from Massachu
setts, that neither his present position nor his past politi
cal associations authorize him to speak for the democ
racy of this Union, North or South, or of the motives
whtch influence their action, any further than he tinds
those motives and reasons recorded in the speeches
and political history of the times. It is not his mission
to divine our motives and assign to us sentiments and
opinioas which we never entertained, much less express¬
ed. I claim, at feast, an equal right with him to speak
for tha democracy upon all questions, and especially upon
the annexation of Texas. And I now tell him with entire
respect, but with a certain kno wledge of the truth of
what I say, that of the vast multitude of speeches made
by northern democrats on the Texas question, in no one

of them can he find a single sentence, sentiment, or word,
to justify the sweeping chargc he has made against the
whole body of democratic senators and representatives
from the North who supported the annexation of Texas.
On the contrary, sir, every northern man who spoke in
favor of the annexation of Texas expressly and indig¬
nantly repudiated the doctrine now imputed to them by
the senator from Massachusetts, and assigned entirely
different, and in many instances directly op|>osite, reasons

for supporting that measure. I am unable to .comprehend
that system of courtesy or morals which" authorizes
a distinguished senator to charge a large body of
public men, in the pertormarice of high public duties,
with having been influenced by motives different from
those avowed by themselves at the time. And how is
this charge attempted to be maintained ? We are re-l
minded that the then Secretary of State, [Mr. Calhoun,]
in his correspondence with Mr. Murphy, the charge d'af¬
faires to the republic of Texas, and Mr. King, minister to
France, boldly and frankly avowed that he was negotiating
the treaty of annexation for the purpose and with the view
of giving security to the slave interest in the States border¬
ing upon Texas; and therefore the senator from Mas¬
sachusetts boldly assumes that the northern democrats,
one and all, supported the measure upon the grounds and
I6t the reasons stated by Mr. Calhoun By this pro-
cess of reasoning he attempts to fasten tne charge not

only upon the senators and representatives, but upon the
great mass of voters.tiie whole democratic organiza¬
tion.including a vast majority of the people in the free
States. This view is ingenious and plausible; but 1
submit to the candor of the senator whether it is fair or
just. The senator keeps out of view.no, he is inca¬
pable of that.he has forgotten one important chapter in
the history of this question, which changes its whole char¬
acter and overturns hisipoaitioa. * 1 will refresh his mem¬
ory. Whru President Tyler sent the treaty of annexation
to the Senate for ratification, this body, by resolution,
called for all the corresj>ondenc«» upon the subject. When
it was famished to the Senate and disclofed to the world,
who does not remember.what friend of Texas can ever

forget.the excitement and universal burst of abhor¬
rence and indignation that a great and favorite national
measure should hare been butchered and destroyed by
those introsted with its consummation? Dismay, morti¬

fication, despondency borlerin* on despair, were depicted
in the countenance of every friend ol Texas, while her
enemies muttered with great joy that the administration
of Mr. Tyler, and especially the Secretary of State, had
placed the measure upon grounds that all America.yea,
the whole civilized world.must repudiate, and thereby
had surrounded it with an oJiumand prejudice that might
enable them to defeat annexation forever. From that
moment the friends of Texas abandoned the idea of an*

negation, through the treaty-making power, under the ad*
ministration of Mr. Tyler. The treaty was indignantly
and contemptuously rejected by the Senate, in order to

repudiate the administration, and all it had done and said
in regard to Texas, and especially the correspondence
with Messrs. King and Murphy, to which the senator
from Massachusetts has so often referred. The treaty
was rejected ; the administration was quietly and severe¬

ly rebuked; the correspondence with Messrs. King
and Murphy was repudiated; and here ends the chap¬
ter ol the correspondence and treaty negotiated by
the administration of Mr. Tyler for the annexation
of Texas. The senator from South Carolina may think,
as he said in his speech the other day, that he had more
to do with the annexation of Texas than any other man
in the country*. 1 have no'desire to .deprive him of tins
consoling reflection. I would not have referred to it in a

manner to deprive him of any of the credit he claims for
himself, ha.I he not volunteered his testimony to a cer¬

tain extent in aid of the charge* of the senator from
Massachusetts against the northern democracy. Hut as a

conclusion from the chapter of histoiy to which 1 have
referred, I must be permitted to say to him, in all sincerity
and kindness, that, in my opinion, he did more to embar¬
rass the friends and encourage the enemies of Texas-
more to hazard the success ol the measure, to envelop it
in clouds of odium and prejudice.than all other mrn in
America. But for the weapons furnished in the corres

pondence alluded to, the enemies of annexation could
not have rallied a majority against the measure in any
one State of the Union
Mr. President, t rind I am diverging from the thread of

my remarks. My object was to show that the treaty and
correspondence, and all the acts of the Tyler administra¬
tion eonnecte I therewith, were rejected and repudiated
before the democratic party came to the support of the
Texas annexation as a party Having thrown off the
ineubus, and cut loose from all embarrassing alliances,
the democracy North and South came to the rescue, and
annexed Texas upon broad national grounds, elevated
far above, and totally disconnected from, the ques'ion of
slavery.considerations which addressed themselves to
the patriotism and pride of every American.considera¬
tions connected with the extension of territory, of com¬
merce, of navigation, of political power, of national secu¬

rity, and glory as one people, without especial reference
to any particular section. These were ttie grounds upon
which the democratic party unfurled the Texas flag to
the breeze in the presidential election of 1S44. and re¬
ceived an overwhelming verdict of the popular voice in
our favor The people decread the annexation of Texas on
that election, upon the grounds thus assumed, proclaim¬
ed, and defended by the great national democratic party.
It was the act of the people themselves, leaving to the
representatives in Congress the duty of recording the ver¬
dict whiek the constituent had pronounced. Texas wa<

annexed without any distinct reference to the question
of slavery. It was supported, not as a measure of hos¬
tility nor of protection to that institution. It had no

more connexion with it ihan the tariff*, the census, the
navigation laws, the public lands, or a great number sf
the questions o( public policy which are the subjects of
daily legislation. All of them have more or less to do
with the question of slavery, because the laws are uni¬
form in their operation, and consequently, in their practi¬
cal applicalion, relate to the nlavebolding as well as the
free States So it was with the annexation of Texas
if ) have shown an undue degree of sensitiveness under
these attacks upon the northern democracy, I trust I will
be excused when it is considered that I was one of those
i>orthern democrats who, in the House of Representa¬
tives* supported the annexation of Texas with all the
zeal and energy of my nature
Mr. WKBSTKR With a touch of the northwest.

the northwestern democracy.
Mr. DOUGLAS. Y?s, sir; I am glad to hear the sen¬

ator say with a touch of the northwest: 1 thank him for
(He distinction. We have heard so mnch talk about the
North and the South, as if those two sections were the
oaly ones necessary to be taken into consideration, when
gentlemen begin to mature their arrangements Ior a disso¬
lution of the Union, and to mark the dividing lines upon
the maps, that i am gratified to find that there are those
who appreciate the im|»ortaBl truth that there is a power
in this nation greater than either ths North or the South.
a growing, increasing, swelling power, that will be able
to tpeak the law to this nation, and to execute the law as
¦poksn. That power is tha country known aa the jreat

Weat, the valley of the Mississippi, one and indivisible
from the Gulf to the Great Lake*, and stretching, on the
one side and the other, to the extreme sources of the
Ohio and Missouri, from the AUeghanies to the Kocky
Mountains. There, sir, is the hope of this nation.the
resting-place of the power that is not only to control, but
to save the Union.
We furnish the water that makes the Mississippi, and

we intend lo follow, navigate, and use it, until it loses it¬
self in the briny ocean. So with the St. Lawrence. We
intend to keep open and enjoy both of these great outlets
to the ocean, and all between them we intend to take un¬
der our especial protection, and keep and preserve as one
free, happy, and united people. This is the mission of
the great Mississippi valley, the heart and soul of tbe na¬
tion and the continent. We know the responsibilitiesthat devolve upon us, and our people will show them¬
selves eoual to them. We indulge in no ultraisms, no
sectional strifes, bo crusades against the North or the
South. Our aim will be to do justice to all.to all men,
to every nection. We are prepared to fulfil all our obli¬
gations -under the constitution as it is, and determined to
maintain and preserve it inviolate in its letter and spirit.
Such is the position, the destiny, and the purpose ol the
great northwest. Had the senator from Massachusetts
thus clearly discriminated in his printed speech, as he
now intimates, that he did not intend to include my own
section in his denunciations of the northern democracy, I
should have left my political friends from the northeast
to have made their own vindication. But, sir, when he*
told us that there were about fifty northern votes in the
House of Representatives and thirteen in the Senate for the
annexation resolutions, and then went on to particularize
how many of them were from New England, and the
residue from the other free States of the Union, I could
not doubt that he intended to Include the whole of the
free States, my own among the others.
Here Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, rose and said: Will the

senator from Illinois allow me to interrupt him for a very
few moments! I wish to read a brief extract of a speech
of a prominent and able democrat from the northwest,
(Hon. Robert Dale Owen, of Indiana,) illustrative of the
grounds upon which the democracy of the free States
placed their advocacy of the annexation of Texas, and
particularly to show their repudiation of one of the

Komiaent reasons assigned by the distinguished senator
3m South Carolina, [Mr. Calhoun,] for his support of

that great measure.
Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.
Mr. DODGE then read from the Congressional Globe,

first session twenty-eighth Congress, page 089,as follows:
"But our assent to annexation, it may be argued, is asked

upon lalse ground* We are made the apologists of the ul>-
btraot priuci r»le of involuntary servitude A member of the
cabinet declares, in eonnexlon with this question, that
southern slavery is not a lamentable, though at present a

necessary evil, out a positive good. That is not my affair
1 regard that opinion with' unfeigned deference and deep
respect for the man, but freely and boldly I say it, as the
master-error of a splendid mind. If it should ever be pro¬
posed, even by introd uclion, to make this republic the
"head of a league of nations, having lor its object to perpetu¬
ate bondage over any class or race of men, the idea, abhor¬
rent to freedom, will find no echo in the tree States, at least,
of this Union, nor many supporters, i truly believe, even in
the South. Some of our slave States, unprompted save by
their own del.berato convictions, would already, in all hu¬
man piobability, have taken measuresto rid themselves
gradually of what they feel to bean increasing evil, had
not the uncalculating spirit of modern abolitionUin, by her
blind precipitancy, dashed down the growing purpose eie
it ripened into action. How, then, should they recognise
slavery as a blessing, to be oberished and perpetuated 1
No; we will inviolably respect tbe State rights of the
South; wo will, at ail risks to ourselves, protect her
property ; and as a station whence that property might be
endangered, we find additional reason why Texas should
become part and parcel of the Union ; but, to eulogize »la-
?ery, to aid in plans for its perpetuation.that we cannot
do. Ifby any one anuexatiou should be defended upon
grounds like that, we have but to say that he gives a bad
reason for doing a good thing."

Mr. DOUGLAS. I could occupy the attention of the
Senate until to-morrow morning in reading extracts from
the speeches of northern democrats in favor of the an¬
nexation of Texas upon national grounds, totally discon¬
nected with and independent of the question of slavery.
But I deem it unnecessary thus to trespass on'the time of
the Senate. The fact that sucji was the tenor of all their
speeches will not be questioned.

In immediate connexion with this, there is another por¬
tion of the speech of the senator from Massachusetts
which 1 deem it my duty to notic«. Speaking of the an¬
nexation of Texas, he said:
"From that the whole country Irom here to the western

boundary of Texas was fixed, pie li<edt fastened, decided
to He slave territory forever by tbe solemn guaranties of
law."

In reply to this, I muM be permitted to tell tbe senator
that I do not so understand, nor does the act so read. If
he had made this statement without referring to the reso¬
lutions of annexation, I should have supposed that his
recollection had failed bim-tbat he had been misinformed,
mistaken, deceived in the matter. But, sir, when this
statement is maile with the resolutions before him, and
the particular one bearing upon this point being read and
'incorporated into his speech, I know not what conclusion
to draw. I refrain from expressing any opinion upon the
subject. I will content myself with reading tbe resolu¬
tion itself from the gentleman's own s|>eech :
" New State* of convenient size, not exceeding four in

number, in addition to said Stat. of Trzu, and havinu »ut-
licmnt population, may hereafter, by (tie conieut of said
State, lin lormrd out of the Territory thereof, which shall
be entitled to admission under the proviiious of tbe Inderal
constitution. And such State* a> may be formed out of
that portion of mid Territory lying south ol tbiriynix de¬
gree* thirty minute* north latitude, commonly known a*
the Missouri ooinproinise liu", shsill be admitted into the
Uuiou with or without slavery, a« the people ol ench Suite
utking ndmisfioN may desire : and in such State or States
ns shall be lormed out of said Territory north of said Mis¬
souri compromise line, slavery or involuntary servitude (ex-,
cept for crime) shsll be prohibited "

In the face of this fundamental law we are told that
"from hereto tbe western boundary of Texas was fixed,
pledged, fastened, decided to be slave territory forever
by the solemn guaranties of law I" Was there ever such
a tor Hiring of language.such a perversion of meaning f
There is nogiiaranty, no pledge, no intimation even of
the kind Hie very reverse is the fact While Texas
remained an independent power, it was all slave territory,
from the (iulf of Mexico to the 43d parallel of latitude
Bv the resolutions of annexation, live and a half degrees
or this slave territory, to wit, all between and the
43d narallels, were to become "fixed, pledged, lastened,
decided to be" FREK, ami not "slave territory forevsr by
the solemn guaranties of law " Here it a territory,
stretching across five and a half degrees of latitude,
withdrawn from slavery and devoted to freedom by the
very act which the senator has chosen to denounce and
deride as the work Of the northern democracy. Nor is
this all. That part of Texas lying south of deg. 30
min. is not "pledged to slavery, as slated by the senator
from Massachusetts
Mr. WKBSTBR. I aaid that every acre of that terri¬

tory, which from its nature and character is susceptible
of slave cultivation, was fixed and pledged, mortgaged
and hypothecated to slavery by the resolutions of annex¬
ation. I did not. of course, refer to the mountain conn

try, deficient in its character, and wbera slaves cannot
exist.
Mr. DOUGLAS. Yea, air, there is a mountainous

country not only nQrth but south of 30 dog. 30 min., where
a slave cannot live. That country, which, from its nature
and character, is not susceptible of slave cultivation, is
large enough to embrace at least three of the five States
into which Texas may be subdivided by the resolutions
ol annexation. And when the northern detnocrats are

arraigned and condemned for having contributed to the
extension of slavery, the five and a liatf degrees of
latitude north of 36 deg 3o mm., for which provision was
made to be converted from slave into free territory abso¬
lutely, and probably double that amount south of that line
by the action of the people themselves when they came to
form a State constitution, ought to have been brought to
the notice of the public, and put to our credit in the state¬
ment of the account
We have a right to complain, also, of that portion of

the senator's s|ieech which relates to the country south of
3ri deg. 30 min. The resolution does not provide that
that portion, or any pari of it, shall continue a Territory
or become slave Slates. Such is not the reading, nor tbe
intention, nor the fair construction of the resolution. It
provides that the States to be formed south of 30 deg. 30
min. "shall be admitted into the Uunion unth or without
slavery, <u the people oj each State atkmg admUuon man
denrt." Before the annexation of Texas all their
territory in the republic was included in one State, arid
subject to one uniform system of laws. Of that vast terri¬
tory, a small portion,say one-fourth, was capable of pro¬
ducing either sugar or cotton, and consequently adapted to
slave lab«r; while the residue consisted of elevated table¬
lands, and high mountain ridges, with climate and produc¬
tions totally unsuited to tbe health aad employment of
the slave The white population of Te*a» at that time
was confined to the low lande, the sugar and cotton re¬
gions, where slave labor was profitably employed. The
laws and institutions were adapted to the condition and
wishes of the people by and for whom they were estab¬
lished. So long ss Texas should remain one State, with

a uniform system of laws, the preponderance of popula¬tion and political power residing in the lower country, the
institution of slavery must have been fastened upon the
people of the upper country against their will, and
without their consent. Io view of this probable con¬
tingency, the resolution of annexation provides for the
division of Texas into any number of States not ex¬
ceeding four, in addition to the present one, and that
each of those States shall be received into the Union
with or without slavery, as it shall desire. But for
this provision, no part of Texas south of 30 deg. 30 mih.
could ever become free, so long as there was a slave
raising; sugar or cotton on the low lands. Under it any
one of these new States can become free if it chooses,
whenever it shall be admitted into the Union. .How
many of these new States, south of 36 deg. 30 min., in
the event that four shall be created, shall become free, is
a matter of opinion, which time alone c:ui decide. If
there is anything of merit or responsibility in the ex¬
pression of individual opinion, I am willing to hazard
tny own, and plticu it on record by the side ana in opposi¬
tion to that of the senator from Massachusetts that
whenever four new States shall be created within the
limits of Texas, at least two, and probably three of them,
including that north of 39 deg. 30 min., will btfrtt States,
umjer the resolutions of annexation, and by virtue of the
choice of the people themselves. This opinion is not new
to me, nor original with myself. If my memory serves
me right, the distinguished senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Cw.y1 expressed the same opinion in his celebratea Ra¬
leigh letter in 1844, and 1 know that it was the generalimpression among those best informed on the subject at
the time Texas was annexed. Subsequent events, to
gether with all the information which lias since been de¬
veloped upon this subject, have served to strengthen this
conclusion. Hence I assert that the final character of this
country is not tlxed by a fundamental law. It is no more
pledged to slavery than it is to freedom. The only effect
of the resolution of annexation is to remove the restric¬
tion which must have deprived the people of any portionof that territory from establishing free institutions if they
desired, and to secure to them that privilege in each one
of the new States.
Mr. WEBSTER. I stated that this was slave territo¬

ry, and that the States formed out of it all have a right to
come in as slave States if they choose, but that they could
not be formed either as free or slave States without the
consent of Texas Well, I suppose, reasoning upon that
line of argument; that Texas would be unwilling to ad¬
mit free States out of her territory.
Mr. DOUGLAS. I thank the senator for his explana¬

tion ; for it furnishes a conclusive refutation of his most
serious charge against the northern democracy. His
charge was, that tne resolutions of annexation contained
a pledge, binding in honor, law, and conscience upon him
and his whig associates, to bring into the Union four new
slave States. Now, when the fact is made probable, if
not certain, that a majority of those new States will be
tree and not slaveholding, we are told that Texas will
not consent to the division. Well, sir, suppose she does
withhold her assent, what becomes of the senator's com¬

plaint that the democracy are responsible for the ad¬
mission of lour new slave States into the Union? His
mode of avoiding the force of my argument that they will
be free States, is a conclusive refutation of his charge
against the northern democracy. I confess that I parti¬
cipate in the apprehension suggested by the senator from
Massachusetts, that Texas will not consent to the sub¬
division provided for in the resolutions of annexation.
This is the only doubt, only fear, I have, or have ever
entertained, upon the subject. I think there is an im¬
plied obligation on the part of Texas to give her consent
at the proper time, and when the proposed subdivisions
shall contain the requisite population. The greatest ditfi
cully, 1 apprehend, will be in laying out the subdivisions
and adjusting the boundaries, so as to separate the plant¬
ing region, the country adapted to the culture of sugar
ami cotton, from the farming and mineral country on
the uplands and in the valleys and mountains, from
which slavery is excluded by the laws of nature and of
physical geography, if I may be permitted to use the
emphatic language of the senator himself, when re¬
ferring to New Mexico and California. I have ex¬
pressed some apprehension lest Texas might not consider
herself bound, under the resolutions ot annexation, to
give her assent to the subdivision. 1 wish not to be mis¬
understood upon this point. I have full confidence that
Texas will observe good faith in the execution of every
portion of the compact The ouly question is, whether
she will consider that pottion of the compact relating to
new States as obligatory or merely discretionary on Tier
part. That she wiil tind it more consistent with her in¬
terest and convenience to subdivide than to remain one
State, 1 have no doubt; ami hence we may naturally con¬
clude that her assent will be readily and cheerfully given.
unless she stiouiu De incnneu 10 neneve mai n wm Der
duty to her sister Stales of tbe South to withhold it, in
order to prevent tbe increase of the number of free State*
in tbe Union. Whatever may be the prevailing opinion
now in lite different sections ol the Union as to the expe¬
diency of the subdivisions of Texas, I think I hazard but
little in the prediction,that when the time arrives for giv¬
ing our assent on behalf of the United States, opposition
will be much more likely to arise in the South than in the
North. But I must pass on and notice another paragraphin the s|ieech of the senator from Massachusetts. For
greater certainty as to his meaning, I will read it:
" Sir, thai body or northern and eastern men, who gave

those vote* at that time, are now seen taking upon them¬
selves, in tbe nomenclature of poluies, the appellation uf
the northern democracy. They undertook to wield tlie
destinies of ibis einpne.if I inav call a republic an em¬

pire.and tbeir jaMicr wii, and they persisted in It, to

firing into ibis country all tn*» territory they could. They
did It under pledges, absolute pledges to the slave Interest
in the esse of rexas, and afterwards thry lent their aid in
bringing in these new conquests."
" Under pledges, absolute pledges to the slave inter¬

est." These are bold assertions Where are those pledges
to be found ? Where are the evidence* of them ? What
were the terms, and by whom given f
Mr. WEUSiKR. When a resolution was brought in

here by tbe senator from Georgia [Mr. Hrrricn] against
continuing the war for the acquisition of territory, it was
negatived hy the votes of the northern democracy.
Mr. DOUtiLAS. Well, doe* that vote prove that it

was done under pledges to the slave interest? It only
proves that the whig* who voted for the resolution were

op|>osed to the acquisition of California and New Mexi
co, gnd that the democrats who voted against it were in
favor of the acquisition. That is all it proves, and that
we are proud to confess The democracy claim Califor¬
nia and New Mexico as tbe rich fiuit* of their labors.
We acknowledge with pride that we stood hy our coun¬

try in a just war against a cruel and perfidious foe, and
that the acquisitions of Ihoee Territories are some of the
substantial results of our policy And because we an¬

nexed Texas, and thereby provided for the exclusion of
slavery from five mid,a half degrees of latitude in which
ifthen had a legal existence, and at the same time made
provision for its exclusion hereafter hy the action of the
people themselves from a large portion of the residue,
and becauae we supported our country's cause in lime of
war, and in consequencc acquired five or six hundred
thousand square miles of territory from which slavery is
excluded "by the arrangement of things by the Power
above us," the senator very generously infers that it must
necessarily all have been done "under absolute pledges
to the slave interest." What a logical deduction ! How
irresistible the inference I How can it fail to work con¬
viction in the mind of every candid mtn, after reading
the following description of the country irom tbe sena¬
tor's own speech:
" Now, as to California and New Mexico. I bold »Invery

to be excluded Irom thoto Territories by a law even supe¬
rior to that winch admits and ssnoiions it in Texas. 1 mean
the li» ol nature, ot physical geography, tbe law of tbe
formation of the eaith. That law settles forever, with a

strength beyond all terms of human enactment, that slave¬
ry cannot exist in California or New Mexico. Under¬
stand in*, sir; I mean siaveiy as we regard it; slaves in
gross, of the colored race, transferable by sale aud delivery
like other property. 1 shall not disoitss tbe point, but leave
it to the learned gentlemen who have undertaken to disonss
It; hut I suppose there If no sieve of that description In
California now. I understand tbat ptomim, a sort of penal
servitude, exists there, or rather a soil ol voluntary sale of
man and his offspring lor debt, as it is arranged and axis *

in some ptrtsol Calilorma and Mexico. But what I mean
to Mlf i-, ihal Alri an slavery, as we see it among us, n as

utterly impossible to And itself or to be Ibund in A(«xloo as

any otli«*r na'ural lm|tosslbillty. ' California and New Mex¬
ico are Asiaiio in their formation and scenery. They are

composed of va«: ridg'l ol monntatris ol enormous height,
with broken ridges and deep valleys The sides oI these
mountains are barren, entirely barren ; their lops capped
by perennial snow."
And again he says ;
" | look upon it, therefore, e* a fixed faot, to use an ex-

Sresslon current at this dsy, that both California and New
[exico are destined to be tree, so far as tliey are settled St

all, which I believe, especially in n gard to New Mexico,
wilt be very little for s great length of time.free by the ar¬

rangement of things by the Powar sbove us. 1 have there¬
fore to say, in this respect also, Uiat this country is fined lor
Ireedomloas many persons as shall ever live In it by as

irrepealable and more irrepealable a law then the law thst
attache* to the right of holding slaves In Texas j and 1 will
say further, that, if a resolution or a law were nAw before
as *n provide a tern tonal government for New MeMtao, 1
would not vote to pnt any prohibition into it whatever. The

u*t9 of iuoh a prohibition would bo idle as it respect* any
frtuct it would hate u|>on the Territory ; and 1 would out
take pains to reatHrin an ordinance of Nature uor to re-en¬
act the willofUo-l. And 1 would put in no Wiluiot Proviso
for tiie purpose of a uutit or a reproach."

Well, air, oim would suppose that "the slave interest"
must feel itwlf under eternal obligation to the northern
democracy for having brought such a country into this
Union, in opposition to the combined force* of northern
and southern whigery, us kUown by the votes on Mr.
Bbrrikn's resolution The northern democracy can

hardly hope for forgiveness for such a sin against free¬
dom, and such a service to the slave power.

But, Mr. President. 1 am exceedingly gratified that the
senator from Massachusetts has discovered that a prohi¬
bition of slavery in those Territories is wholly useless and
unnecessary; that it would be as "idle," so far as any ef¬
fect upon slavery is concerned, as "to reaffirm tin ordinance
of nature," or "to re enact the will of God." But 1 re¬
member well.and the senator reminded us of it the other
day, lest the important fact might be forgotten.that at or
before a whig convention, at Springfield, Massachusetts,
in September, 16(47, he made a speech in favor of the
VVilmot Proviso as applicable to these very Territories.
On that occasion he claimed the Proviso us his own "in¬
vention," asset led a priority of discovery, by a period of
nine yoars over *tl others, and filed his caveat against in¬
fringement* of his patent by Mr. VVilmot anu all other
"more recent discoverers," and forbid their use of it upon
the ground that it was "not their thunder." From that
moment the whig party throughout the free States of the
Union seem to nave taken it for granted that the ex¬
clusive right to u*e this valuable invention of their
worthy and distinguished champion had inured to
them. It was forthwith iutroduced into successful
operation in all their town meetings and caucuses,
and county and State conventions, as a wonderful
intellectual machine, whereby men'B judgments could
be convinced, political opinions moulded, and elec¬
tions controlled so as to elevate none but whigs to office.
It worked like a charm, and produced the most extraor¬
dinary and prodigious results in the shape of political cap¬
ital and artificial thunder, notwithstanding the patent may
have been violated by the two ex-senators of whom the
senator from Massachusetts has complained, and a few
members of the House of Representatives. It has wrought
miracles in the political world.revolutionized whole
States.changed the moral, intellectual, and political ca¬
pacities of experienced politicians, and has even created
the wisest and most profound statesmen out of men who
"had not given a vote in forty years." These Are a few
of the incomprehensible blessings conferred upon this glo¬
rious republic by the "saving grace" of that indescribable
invention of the senator from Massachusetts, called the
VVilmot Proviso. But, sir, I fear that the distinguished
senator from Massachusetts has shared the fate of other

f reat inventors and benefactors who have preceded him.
t has usually been the unfortunate lot of such men to see

others enjoying the fruits of their labor.
The senator nas recently made another discovery, how¬

ever, which, I think, is aestined to give him quite as
much substantial reputation as the VVilmot Proviso, al¬
though it may not contain as many of the elements of polit¬
ical "thunder." He has discovered that theprohibitionof
slavery in. the Oregon bill, as adopted in the House, on
the motion of Mr. VVinthrop, and incorporated in the
the territorial bill of IMS, was an "entirely useless,
and, in that connexion, entirely senseless proviso."
He has also discovered that "such a prohibition"
in territorial bills for California and New Mexico
"would be idle, as it respects any effect it would have
upon the territory;" that "slavery is excluded from
those Territories by a law even superior jo that
which admits and sanctions it in Texas.Ae law
of nature, of physical geography.the law of the
formation of the earth; that law settles forever, with
a strength beyond all terms of human enactment, that
slavery cannot exist in California and New Mexico;"
that it would be as idle to prohibit slavery there as it
" would to reaffirm an ordinance of nature," or " to re-
enact the will of tiod." Yes, sir, these things have been
discovered by the distinguished senator within the last
fear days.during the present session of Congress.since
the accession of the whig party to the power and patron¬
age of the federal government They have suddenly be¬
come great truths, upon which it is deemed entirely safe
for a free people to act and rely with perfect security.
Well, 1 am induced to think the senator is right in all this;
indeed, I have no doubt upon the subject. His positions
are sustained by the observation and experience of all
men familiar with those countries, by all the information
we possess, or that could be collected. My only regret is,
that he did not make this discovery prior to the last presi¬
dential election, it is well that he baa made it now, but
it would have been better if made and proclaimed then.
1 am not aware that the law of nature.of physical eeog-
rapnv.tne law or me iormauon oi tne eanii, nas cnange<]
materially sine* tbe election of General Taylor to the
presidency; but it baa occurred to me that the ordinance
of nature and tbe will of God hare become much more
potent in impressing certain great truths upon the minds
of men than before that important event occurred.
Tbe startling fact, so clearly illustrated and demonstra-

ted by the distinguished senator in his late speech, that tbe
Territories of California and New Mexico were made free
by the law of nature, was distinctly stated and elaborated

SMr. Buchanan in his "Harvest Home letter," and
opted and incorporated into the Nicholson letter by Gen.

Cass 1 do nqt recollect of ever having heard that tbe
Menator from Massachusetts then agreed with Mr. Bu¬
chanan and Gen. Cass u|ion this point, or that he united
with the northern democracy in the effort to place a states¬
man in the presidential chair who held and openly avowed
the precise sentiments which he now so ably advocates
in our legislation for the Territories acquired from Mex¬
ico. 1 may have been in error, and, if so, would be hap¬
py to be corrected ; but 1 always supposed that the sen¬
ator from Mass-ichusetts joiued with liie universal whig
party of the North in decrying and deriding the doc¬
trine of lion -intervention, borne upon the ordinances of
nature and the will of God, u* .the worst form of loco-
foco subserviency to the slave power, whereby it was
designed to open the door for the admission of slavery in-
to territory now free. If such were not bis opinions
then.if the powerful influence of his name and intellect
were not exerted to the utmost to impress this opinion
upon ilie popular mind, 1 confess that great injustice has
been done bun, not only by me. but "the rest of man¬
kind." If he and tbe party of winch he is the great
northern leader had then come to tbe support of those
'elevated, noble, and patriotic doctrines wnicb are now
en boldly proclaimed and ably vindicated by him, the
question would have been settled at once and forever,
quietly, peaceably, and satisfactory to all portions of
tne Union. But, sir, such a settlement at that time would
not have raited the purpose of the whig party. They
were in a wofai. pitiful minority. Having rendered
themselves odious to the people by taking sides with the
public enemy in a state of war, they were anxious to re¬
trieve their political fortunes, and to be returned to
rower. This could not be done by open and direct means.
It required equivocation and indirection. The first slep
was to select a man who had endeared himself to the
people by hie services in prosecuting the war as the
presidential candidate of the anti-war party. Thus
the slavery agitation was to be kept up, and fomented, and
stimulated to the highest point of phrensied excitement,
lien. Taylor was to withhold his opinions and maintain
a deathlike silence upon it, while his partisans were to
represent him to the people in each section of tbe Union
as holding opinions in accordance with the prevailing
sentiment in that section. At the North he was repre¬sented as being sufRciently orthodox upon free-soihsm.
being ready cheerfully and cordially to give his approval
to thtf Wilmot Proviso; while at the South he was repre¬
sented as being devotedly attached to their peculiar insti¬
tutions by all the ties of nativity, of habit, association,
and interest. Thus the friends of General Taylor suc¬
ceeded in making the people believe in each section
that his opinions and principles harmonized with their
own.
And here I will notioe a remark of the senator from

New York, [Mr. Seward,] in his speech delivered a few
da> s since. He went out of his way to get an opportuni¬
ty of bearingbie individual testimony to the fidelity of
the northern democracy to what he and his associates are
pleased to call the slave interest He a*«ure<! tbe south¬
ern senator* that the democracy of the North were and
ever hail been the faithful and reliable allies of the slave
power, under all circumstances and in every emergency.
His kindness in this respect is fully appreciated His
motive it is not difficult to comprehend. It was necessary
for him to say thus much in order that hie speech might
appear to be consistent with his representations to the
l»eople during the presidential canvass. Did he not sup¬
port the election of Gen. Taylor I And with a view to
induce the people to vote for f>im, did he not ple<!ge Gtfl).
Taylor to the approval of the Proviso?

Mr. SKWAR.D, The senator will allow me to answer
this question.not from any consequences thst may result
to myself at all, however. I never did pledge General
Taylor to anything. I expressed my own belief that Gene¬
ral Taylor, if elected President of the United Statoe,
would leave the question of the orggniulion'of new Terri¬
tories to Congress jand that, in my own judgment, founded
altogether on the means of information in possession of
everybody, Ge»#ral Taylor would not veto a hill which

1 would be passed by Congress; which hill, to be passed

by Congress, I said, would be one containing the Proviso,and no other.
Mr. DOUGLAS. That cornea pretty near it The

senator made no pledges; he only made representations.He did not say that General Taylor would do ao and so,but expressed the opinion that he would, and succeeded in
making the people of New York believe that the opinion
was well-founded. ( will nowaak the senator from New
York if the people of that State could ever have been in¬
duced to vote for General Taylor, if they had |not been
made to believe that he would have approved the Pro¬
viso ?
Mr. SEWARD. I think not I think undoubtedly the

result would have been otherwise.
Mr. DOUGLAS. The senator (hinks not. General

Taylor, then, could not have received the electoral vote
of New York, but for the impression, which the senator
contributed to produce in the minds of the people, that he
would sanction and approve the Proviso. General Tay¬lor, in his annual message, and indeed in one or two spe¬cial messages since, has plainly and boldly recommended
non-action; has declared himself opposed to all legislationfor the Territories. Now, nun-action is non intervention,
so far as the question of slavery is involved. On this
point General Taylor and General Cass occupy preciselythe same ground. In other respects, even in regard to
the Territories, they differ widely and materially. For
instance. General Cass is in favor of action so far as to
institute and establish governments for the Territories,but of non-action upon tne question of slavery. General
Taylor is in favor of non-action alio upon the slaveryquestion, but goes further, and opposes the establishment
of any territorial governments. Thev agree, thlrefore,
upon one point; and that is, that no law should be passed
upon the subject of slavery, and consequently that t/u
Proviso should mot be adopted.Now, sir, what becomes of the senator's representa¬tions, and arguments, and appeals to the people of New
York, by which he made them believe that Gen. Taylor
was in favor of the Proviso, and. in consequence of that
belief, induced them to do what, by his own confession,
they otherwise never would have done.to vote for him
and make him President of the United States? One
thing is clear.the people of New York were cheated out
of their votes; yea, another, Gen. Taylor was elected byfraud. Who perpetrated the fraudWho deceived the
people f The senator from New York tells us that hemade the representations: he expressed the opinions; be
gave them tne sanction of bis name, the weight of his
Authority; that he was one of the agents who infused this
false impression into the minds and nearts of the peopleof his own State, and thereby induced them to give their
votes for a man for whom they would never have voted
if the truth had been told them. The senator does not
distinctly inform us whether he did these things on
his own account and upon his own individual respon¬sibility, or upon the authority of another. This point ia
important, in order to detect and expose the railty party.The circumstances would seem to throw the responsi¬bility upon one or the other of two important person -

ases. The one is the eminent citizen who occupies the
White House by virtue of this fraud, according to the sen¬
ator's confession; and the other is the senator himself.
The President, according to all appearances, has vindi¬
cated himself by the direct and unequivocal disavowal in
his several messages of the sentimeuts and opinions im¬
puted to him by the senator from New York. Under this
view of the case, the responsibility rests with all its force
and odium upon the senator from New York. But, sir,
the choice, or rather the defeat of the choice of the peo¬ple, of a President of the United States, is not the onlyresult of this system of double-dealing within the limits
of the State of New York. The members of the legis¬
lature were elected on the same day, and the same influ¬
ences which secured the electoral vote to General Taylor
gave the Whigs a majority in the legislature, and that
majority elected the gentleman [Mr. Seward] a member
of this body. He too, therefore, is now enjoying the
substantial results of that system of double-dealing and
deception which wis practised upon the people of New
York, with the view of placing General Taylor in the
presidential chair, and himself in the Senate of the
United States. Under these circumstances, I submit
whether it would' not 4iave been more becomiog in
that senator to have vindicated himself against the
injurious inferences that are likely to be drawn from
these facts than to have attempted to fix odium and pre¬judice upon the northern democracy, by representingtnem
as the faithful ally of the slave power .' It looks as if this
unfounded charge against the democratic party was gotten
up for the purjiose of diverting public attention from his
own conduct. He may have peculiar reasons for wish¬
ing to avoid too rigid a scrutiny into the terms of the alli¬
ance between him and the administration, and especially
the means by which both were elevated to power, and
me moue in wmcn patronage ana spoils nave been ais-
t/ibuted. No one who hear4 his speech could have fail-
ad to note the ominous silence ne observed, upcm all
points involving the opinions and action of GeneralTay-lor and his cabinet upon the slavery and Proviso ques¬
tion. He did not here venture to express it aa his own
opinion, as be says he did in New York during the can-
vow, that General Taylor would approve the Proviso.
He did not do this; nor did he sound the alarm, and tell
them that they had been deceived and betrayed by either
himself or General Taylor. No ; he did neither of these
things. He contented himself with' representing the
northern democrat to their constituents as the faithful
allies of the slave power, while his southern whig friends
are in the daily habit of charging the same northern
democracy with being the most radical frte-soilers and
abolitionists. It seems that the same course of proceed¬
ing which was resorted to, to defeat General Cass for the
presidency, and to prevent a peaceable and satisfactory
adjustment of this vexed question, is to be continued
with the view of sustaining the power of the administra¬
tion.
Mr. HALE. The senator says if his friend from Mich¬

igan had been elected, this question would have been set¬
tled. Will he be kind enough to tell us how ?
Mr. DOUGLAS. Yea, sir. It would have been upon

the principle of non-interference by the action of the
people themselves. California, with her free constitu-
tution, would have been received into the Union as a
State long a<o, and the usual territorial government
would have been established for the residue of the coun¬
try. The whole country would have remained free ai it
is now, by the existing laws of the land, by the will of
the people who inhabit it, and by th* laws of nature,
climate, and production. The adjustment would have
been effected quietly, peaceably, and satisfactorily. No
offence would have been given to any portion of the
Union. We would have had none of this irritating agi¬
tation. experienced none of this painful excitement. We
would have heard not a word of southern rights ami
northern aggressions, much less the harsh and diacordant
souhds of disunion. This is. in my opinion, the settle¬
ment we wouLI have witnessed, had the regular nominee
of the democratic party besn elected President of the
United States. Is the senator from New Hampshire sat¬
isfied on this point'Mr. HALL. I am satisfied that such is your opinion,
but not that such is the fact.
Mr. DOUGLAS. The senator is not satisfied as to the

fact I will remind him of an instance in which he has
been mistaken before upon this, very subject, and I pre¬
sume he will now gladly acknowledge his error. Last
year I introduced a bill for the admission of all thecoumry
acquired from Mexico, by the treaty of peace, into the
Union as one State, reserving the right to form new States
out of any portion of said Territory lying east of the Si¬
erra Nevada mountains. The senator from New Hamp¬
shire opposed that bill upon the ground that, i! the Pro¬
viso was not adopted, and the people were allowed to de¬
cide the question of slavery for themselves, it would be
a slave State. Well, sir, the Proviso waa not adopted,
and the people were allowed to deride the question for
themselves, and California has presented to us a constitu¬
tion prohibiting slavery. The senator then doubted that
this fact would haitpen.he c^n no longer doubt that
it has happened l then predicted that the jK>ople of
California would prohibit slavery, and ask to come into
the Union as a free 8tate, but the senator shook his head
and doubted. In vain I recapitulated to him the argu¬
ments in favor of freedom, the physical formation of the
country, its climate, productions, elevation above the sea,
the feelings and prejudices of the inhabitants, all favora¬
ble to the exclusion of slavery. He atlll doubted: no,
h» did not doubt; he was positive, absolutely certain,
that slavery would inevitably go there, if not prohibited
by an act of Congress. Less than one short year has
corrected this error, and it may take twelve months
longer to correct hia errors of Judgment in regard to the
residue of the country. However, the signs are deci¬
dedly favorable. He was then positively certain : he now
only doubts the fact. Yet there is one thing of which I
must be permitted to remind him, and aak him to bear it
in rnind; it is this: If mv hill of the Iwt session had be¬
come the law of the land.which it certainly would have
done if he had not united his forces with those of the
senator frqm South Carolina [Mr. Calhovm] to defeat
it.the whole of the territory acquired from Mexico
would, at this moment, have been dedicated to freedom
forever, by a constitutional provision.

Mr. President, so much has been said in the course of
this debate about the Wilmot Proviso in connexion with
iheee Territories, that I propose to inquire what it la, and
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why it assumed that name I We liave bean asked whether
we would vote for the Wilmot Proviso in territorial bills
for Utah or Deseret, and New Mexico, and the iaauiry
has even been made whether we will vote for the adtnis-
eion of California into the Union with the Wilmot Pro¬
viso in her constitution I The Wilts** Provieo in a
territorial bill or a State constitution ! What a eoafueion
of ideaa.a perversion of term*! What ia the Wilmot
Proviso ? And why ia the name of Mr. Wilmot attachad
to tha measure f One would naturally suppose that it
was itn original idea, conceived, matured, and broughtforward for the first tin* by Mr. Wilmot. And ao it was.
It was not a prohibition of slavery in a Stale constitution
adopted by the people themselves. Such provisionsand pro¬hibitions were to be found in the constitutions of marlyall the free States of this Union before Mr. Wilmot was
bom. It was not a prohibition of slavery in a territorial
bill, to continue so long as the Territory existed, andleaving the people to do as they plettsed when they should
be admitted into the Union as a State. Thin was not the
Wilmot Proviso ; for such a provision was to be foand
in the ordinance of 1787, and in each successive territorial
bill for the northern section of the Unioii from that period
up to the time Mr. Wilmot first saw the light, and da¬
ring /his infancy and his youth, even up to 1343, when
Mr. Wifitbrop.of Massachusetts, offered a like provision,in the shape of a proviso to the Oregon bill, one year be¬
fore Mr. Wilmot's voice was ever heard in the halls of
Congress. This proviso, proposed by Mr. Winthrop in
1845, became the law of the land as a part of the Oregonbill in August, 1848, and is the same that the distinguish¬
ed senator from Missouri, ia his celebrated Jefferson cityspeech, denominates as the Jefferson or Benton proviso.
So far as my information extends, Mr. Wilmot never, in
the whole course of his natural life, brought forward a
proposition to prohibit slavery in bills for the governmeatof the Territories. What, then, is, or, I should say, wasthe Wilmot Proviso f.for it has been dead several years,without the hope of resurrection. I will refer to the
journals of the House of Representatives and Senate. In
August, 1846, during the war with Mexico, President
Polk sent a message to Congress, asking an appropriationof money to enable him to negotiate a treaty of pease,
limits, and boundaries, referring to the precedents in die
cases of Louisiana and Florida, and intimating that it was
his purpose to acquire a considerable amouat of territory.The message was referred to the Committee of the
Whole on tne state of the Union; and in the committee
a bill was proposed, in accordance with the recommenda¬
tions of the message, which has since been known in
the political history of the country as "tha two-million

,
To this bill Mi. Wilmot, of Pennsylvania, offered an

amendment in the shape of the Proviso, which I will
read from^tiie journal..[See Journal of the House of Rep¬resentatives for 1845-'46, page 1383:]
"Provided, That, ai an express and fundamental condi¬

tion to the acquiiition of any territory from the republic of
Mexico by the United Slates, by virtue of any treaty whioh
may be negotiated between them, and* the use by the Ex¬
ecutive ot the moneys herein appropriated, neither slavery
nor involuntary servitude shall ever exist in any part o! said
territory, except for crime, whereof the party (hall first be
duly convicted."
This is the original Wilmot Proviso, and it assumed

that name by common consent, because it was a nonde¬
script, the like of which had never been seen or heard of
in the political history of this country. It differed from
all other provisions which had ever been proposed uponkindred subjects in many important particulars. It was
an attempt on the part of the House of Representatives,
by a majority, vote, to control the exercise of the treahr-
making power, which the constitution had vested solely
in the President and Senate, to be decided by a two-
thirds vote. It proposed to deprive the people ot the ter¬
ritory, even when thev should become a State, of the
right of moulding and forming their domestic institutions
to suit themselves, and to make them the subject of
negotiation and treaty stipulation with a foreign pow¬
er. The prohibition of slavery was not to be limited
to the period during which the people should remain
under a territorial oiganization, but was to continue f%
forever, even after they should be received into tha *-

Union as States. It proposed to acquire the country on
the "express and fundiunental condition" that slaveryshould never exist therein. The purchase was to be
conditional and the title conditional, dependant upoa that
fact. If the country had been acquired upon that con¬
dition, and had been received into the Union aa a State, as
we propose to receive California, and subsequently, by an
amendment of her constitution, the people nad chosen to
recognise and sanction the institution of slavery, the faith
of this government would have been irrevocably pledged
to a foreign nation, either to have abolished slavery by
force in that sovereign State, or to have turned her out of
the Union and sent tier back to Mexico, either of winch
would hafe been a plain and palpable violation of tbe
constitution of the United State*. Tbe Wilmot Proviso,
therefore, proposed to pledge the faith of this nation in
the most solemn manner, in a certain event, (which I con¬
fers was not likely to happen,) to subvert and destroy the
constitutional rights of one or more of the new State*
of this Union. Such was the character of the Proviso,
according to its plain terms and reading. But, sir, I am
prepared to go further, and show that this was the com¬
mon understanding, the object, design, the fixed purpose
of those who supported the Wilmot Proviso.

I hold in my hand the authenticated copy of the first
series of resolutions adopted by the legislature of New
York in favor of tbe Wilmot Proviso, presented to the
Senate by Gen. Diz, and ordered to be printed. I will
read tbe two resolutions bearing on this point:
"Renlvtd, (if tbe auemblr concur,) That if any territory

u hereafter acquired by tiio United States, or annexed
tbe/eto, the act by tchick eueh territory u arquirtd or annex¬
ed, whatever iwH act may be, ihould con lain an unalterable
fundamental article or provieion icherebv tlavery or involun¬
tary servitude, except a« a punishment for crime, shall be
forever excluded from the territory acquired or annexed.

"Retotved, (if the assembly concur,) That the senator! in

Congress from this State be instructed, and that the ropre-
»e»tativrs In Congress from this State be requested, to use
theii best efforts to esrry into effect the views expressed in
the foregoing resolution."
These resolutions were adopted in the senate of New

York on the 37th of January, and in the assembly on the
1st of February, 1847, being the first session of the legis¬
lature after Mr. Wilmot had first introduced tbe Proviso
into Congress. There is no room for equivocation or
doubt as to the plain meaning of these resolutions. Tbe
legislature of New York did not instruct the senators
from that State to vote for a prohibition of slavery in any
territorial bill which Congress might pass for tbe govern¬
ment of the Territories, even in Oregon, Nebraska, and
Minnesota, much less in the Territories to be acquired
from Mexico.
This resolution contemplates no such case. It provides

that "the act by which iuch territory is acquired or an-
nexed, whatever tuch act may In, ihould contain an ujui.-
TCSASI.E FUNDAMENTAL ARTICI.C," ilC., for the prohibi*
lion of slavery. The prohibition was to be in the trmfy
acquiring the country, and not in the territorial billa for its
governmeut. Tbe prohibition was to be an " unalterable
fundamental article," whereby slavery should "b* FOU-
KVKK excludedfrom the territory acquired or annexed."*
It was to remain in force not only while a territory, but
"forever." It waa to be "unalterable," so that ths peo¬
ple could not change it, if they desired to do so, after
they became a Stale of tbe Union I could, if necessary,
detain the Senate from this tims until sunset in rsadiag
other memorials and petitions of the same character, to
ehow that thia was the common, general, universal un¬
derstanding ot the Wilmot Provieo at that day.

Bat, sir, there was still another objection to the Wil¬
mot Proviso of an insuperable character, entirely ipde*
|iendent of the slavery question. It would have MM tbe
inevitable eflect, if indeed it was not tbe seUled purpose
of many of its original supportsrs, to have defeated tha ac¬
quisition of any territore at all. It requires no argument
to prove, ami but little faith to believe, that under U Cali¬
fornia and New Mexico could new have bean obtained.
As the Senate Was then constituted, the slaveboldwg
States bad a clear msj irityin this chamber, lows and
Wisconsin not then being represented here. Bearing this
fact in mind, with the evidence of political opinion in re¬
gard to the Proviso in the eouthern sections ot the Uaion,
which we have witnessed and are now witnessing, who
can believe that a constitutional majority of two-thirds
could have been obtained in favor of any treaty containing
the Wilmot Proviso ? No man can, for a moment, suppose
that such a treaty could possibly have been ratified. I think
I apeak advisedly when I repeat that it could not have re¬
ceived tbe vote of any one senator representing a slave-
hoiding State; while 1 am sure that many northern sena¬
tors would hare felt themselves constrained by their con¬
scientious convictions, entirely independent of tbe ques¬
tion of slavery, to have voted sgainst it upon tbe groueds
I have stated. The probabilities sre, therefore, that such
a treaty, instead of being ratified by a two-third* vote, as

required by the constitution, could not have received the
sanction of one-third of the members of this body A
knowledge of this fact undoubtedly gave the Proviso a

large portion of it* original support. The whig*, as a

uartv. were openly opposed to the acquisition of any ter¬
ritory, whether stave or free. It will be recollected that
the senator from Massachusetts [Mr Wesstm] boast¬
ed of this fact, and cited tl)e vote on Mr. BaxaiaVe
resolution as official evidence that it wss a party ques¬
tion, the whigs being opposed and tha democrat* in


